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Final t~Jy comments in the matter of the Commission's SixtlJ Further Noti'e gf

Proposed Rule Makinl (FCC 96-20', released August 14, 1996: "Sixth NPRM" or

"Notice"), are hereby rendered by Curt R. Dunnam, d.b.a. Linear Research Associates

("LINEAR") in response to the BtQ!dcJStS' Commenrs on the Sixth tigtice of Proposed

RuICIDaJcinl.l·

1 F'1lcd November 22. 1996 on bcbaJI of Ibc AuqciIlioQ for Muimum Service ToIcviiion, Inc. [MSTVl.
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IlIpl)' Commtn" oa Slxtla N.PRM, cOllt'd: 12123196 C. Dul\ftllll

Ai previouslyn~ UNEAR is presently an applicant for NTSe faeilitics on UHF

channel 52, allocarec1 to Ithaca. NewYo~ As owner of LINEAR, and. therefore, as a

current applican~ bcfon; the Commission. Mr. Dunnam wiJJ be direaly atfecred by the

Commission's eventual Dption or rejection of issues considered in this proceeding.

LOORODUCTION

LINBAR has reviewe4 the above cited document and supporting malcriaIs. Since this

MSTV filing effectively PfCSCDt$ a consensus of the existing U.S. broadcast television

iDdustry4. it is therefore not unreasonable to anticipate that its advice may significantly

iDtluenc:e the Commission's decision-making processes. For this reason. and in the interest

ofbrcvity, LlNEAR has elec:b:d to reply directly and solely to cettain proposals advanced in

the MSTV filing. These proposaJs~ ifadopted. would not only damage LINEAR's private

interest but might also significantly impact critical public interest aspects of DTV

implementation during me so-tenncd transition peri~.

All MSTV proposals addressed in this document arc ptCSCnte4 within Article V. Section

A of the abovc--rcfcreoced filine.

, ~CommentS ofCIIrt a.. Dumwn on the Sixlb NoUco of Proposed Rulclaakiag. Nov. 22. (996.

1 Application File Number: BPCI9S0320KM

~ BIt. "Broeck;utcn' eaas-.B~cm' Comll'CDtI OQ me Sixth Nod" ofPropoNd Jtuk:makinS,

Nov. 22, 1996, at )).1. fooIaofc l.

~ 8Gf. "Founb Further NOIiet ofProposW. Rule NakiD. aM Third Funber NoQeo of lDquUy" (Fourth

Funher Notice>.1dapk:d luly 28, 1995.

.....2of7

-_ .•

-



~.......•. J

I

I .'
.' .....,...

c· ••-. :.'- --.-••

..
.plJ CoauaeDti oa Sistia NP~ coat'cl:

11. CONCURlUNG STATEMENT

12113196 C. Dunnam

LINEAR is in agreement with the gcacnl thrust of MS1V Article V. as summarized in

introductory comments that, during the transition period, .....as much flexibilitY as

possible..... be incorporated into the Commissions' DTV roll-out plan'. It is clear to

lJNEAR that reasonable flexibility in the form of prompt and thorough evaluation of

teChnical circumstances on a case-by-c:ase basis will be necessary to accommodate the

significant percentage of new and/or rcvisccl NTSC and DTV assignments. allotments and

allocations which timely ~velopment of the new service is likely to require.

Consequently. end widl the limited ~rvations below, LINEAR strongly supports the

MSTV sub-section V.A.I. positions that .....when processing applications to modify

NTSe facilities. the commission should dctcnnine whether the proposed change will create

new interference to the proteeted contour of Q/lY new D1V channel" (italics added). And.

also that"...The protcctcd. contour should be coextensive with the NTSC coverage area of

the paired DTV licenscc."

Referring to sub-section V.A2. of Ihc MSTV filing. LINEAR concurs with positions

and supporting arguments that the Commission •...should adopt a liberal waiver policy

with respect to DTV facility appliQUOIllDd CODSttUCtion deadlines"•and. also. that DTV

stations which may elect to ,tart with Jess-than-maximum facilities in order to ac:hicve 00-

, Jd. 81 p.48
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air statuS in the least possible time •.•.should receive full contour protectioo, [same] as all

full power stations. from interference from other primary and scc:ondaty services.H

LINEAR supports the above MSTV proposals to the extent that a.) the Commission

should consider prior means of dcfmitively circumscribing NTSC modification requests in

a manner which will insure technical conformance with proposed or adopted DTV channel

assignment or facility modifications, and b.) that MSTV su~scction V.A2. para. 2 (p.50)

be adopted in slightly modified form to, read: .....the Commission should approve any

propo$C<l change (whether pre· or post·,adoption of a DTV table) that does not cause

unaccepted additional interference to assigned NI'SC or DTV stations. or to JI!IZOKd DIY

5JatiPQS."

In. OPPOSn-lG STATEMENT

LINEAR disputes the utility of two proposals and related comments found in sub­

section V.A.3. of che MSTV filing [Unwiped DIY Channels and New AJlotmentsll,

This passage offers proposals which would. if adopted. compromise the public interest,

convcmcnce and noccssity of a national J7fV imp1cmenwion plan .

In the opening paragraph of the abov~rcfcrenccd SU~SectiOD, the MSTV caucus aIJUCS

that, "...Given the flux that will characterize the first few years of the transition,

Broadcutcrs propose that the Commission refrain from assigning unassigned DTV

-
2 Jd. at p.52
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c:.bannels (which are IDOItly in Nral areas) or making new allotments 1broughout the DTV

station constrUction period. II Afollowing paragraph continues "...The Commission should

take a similar approacb to creating new OTV allotments. New allotments should not be

considered until the construction period has passed...

LINEA.R emphatically disputes the need for any such moratorium on new assignments

or allotments during the construction pcrioc1 It is incumbent upon the Commission to not

only insure that DTV facilities are as.~igncd and allocated in a reasonably fair and equitable

manner, but to also maximize, insofar a practicablc, the diversity of voices beardU.

Assignment of allocated channels to pending applicants and newcomers during the

constrUCtion period will significantly further that goal, and the public benefit of doing so far

outweighs the minor impact on NTSC and DTV "flux". With a similardiversity objectivc in

mind, LINEAR. recommends allotment of new channels be considered on a geographical

basis initially and on a minimum )-pacing basis following the tranSition period.

1~ Supn:DlC CourI hu OD DUIDCCQUI oeeuioas rccopW:d lbc: di»linc;t ~nRQ;ti.. between diwnity of

0WDCnihip of1M rDUf media and tho divorsity ori40u lad G&pRI$ion nxtuin:d by~ Finl Amendment.

. Sa ,.,.. ~iarcd PrCIiII Y. UnitedS~ 326.U.s. 1. 20. 65 S.Ct. 1416. &9 LSd. 2013 (194S); Rtd
Uon BroadcutiDI Co. v. F.C.C.• 395 U.S. 367. 390. 89 S.Ct. 1794. 2J L.Ed. 2d 371 (1969).

2 "Tbe Commiqion nted DOt be ~ODfua too thll8dmiq_ of eun:iaina~ survoil1aDc;o tow~

- licensN5 wUl discbIJ¥c clu~ impogd on mem. perhaplpudelnaly aDd porbIp$ to tbt minimum

n:quirccL It may also sock 10 tbo pUblic: UaICRSL 10~fy II lic:cnlCel thole who would speak out with fresh

voice, would mOM aatunUy iDililllc. c:ncourap and oxpand diversity ofapproadllDd viewpoint.· -U.S.
App. D.C. at -, 444 F. 2d at 860 (1970).
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IV. CONCLUSION

J2J23I96 C. Dunnam

,.

LINEAR agrees with the MSTV sipatoriCS' stated view that "...The guiding lights to

the development of the nation's free,lJl telcvhdon service have always bceIl more service to

more communities by more stations."U As the Commission assips DTV channels and

protects NTSe service. it should be pidcc1 by these same principles."

In the glaring limelight of this noble. self-professed DTV development standard.

LINEAR views the MSTV's V.A.3. call for a construction moratorium as curiou.~ly

inconsistent and possibly anti<ompetitivc.

LINEAR agrees with the majority of MSTV proposals. particularly with respect to

maximWng processing flexibility during the transition period. HowevCt, LINEAR also

respectfully submits to the Commi.\sion that. in contrast to the MSTV's moratorium

proposal. the greater public interest will be served by permitting ongoing assignment of

aJlocated DTV cbaanels to qualifiecl applicants and by also permitting the allocation of new

OTV channels during the initial COIlSUUCtion period.

~ AlIbougb IJNE.U....with rho MSTV view .xprusod bore. itob~ 10 m. t«IIl "free" as
somewhat mislNdina aD dUa C;O~& U.S. dorac:Itk: bnJIrkul rclc:vi.iOD IICrvic:eI pruendy represent a $29

billion dollar (unwd) iadUlUy providin, $ipals availablo to approximately 100 million households. Tbc

~min_ ,oodI and NII'Ykos laA ..-cd on tM puraJ pubJic for cheN .ipals is 1herefore

approAimalcl)' SZ90 per bouMhoJd per annum. Citizul subjocc to chis il'ldisc:timiaet cax.. wlUch flows

direaly inlO tbo poa.ou of~t&%5,daene m. benefits of inc:reued competitioD and, hence. diversity.

II rd. Ilt p.v (SununII')').
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Respectfully submitted.

UNBAR RESEARCH ASSOCIATES

5244 Perry City Rd.
Trumansburg, NY 14886

Pbone: (607) 387.3411
Fax: (607) 387-7806
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